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19 Unanticipated variations in terrain can destabilize the body. The foot is the primary interface with 
20 the ground and we know that cutaneous reflexes provide important sensory feedback. However, 
21 little is known about the contribution of stretch reflexes from the muscles within the foot to upright 
22 stability. We used intramuscular electromyography measurements of the foot muscles flexor 
23 digitorum brevis (FDB) and abductor hallucis (AH) to show for the first time how their short latency 
24 stretch reflex response (SLR) may play an important role in responding to stepping perturbations. 
25 The SLR of FDB and AH was highest for downwards steps and lowest for upwards steps, with the 
26 response amplitude for level and compliant steps in between. When the type of terrain was 
27 unknown or unexpected to the participant, the SLR of AH and the ankle muscle soleus tended to 
28 decrease. We found significant relationships between the contact kinematics and forces of the leg 
29 and the SLR, but a person’s expectation still had significant effects even after accounting for these 
30 relationships. Motor control models of short latency body stabilization should not only include local 
31 muscle dynamics, but also predictions of terrain based on higher-level information such as from 
32 vision or memory.
33
34 Keywords
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41 The foot is the primary interface between the body and the ground. Swinging the foot into an 
42 appropriate position ahead of the body is a fundamental and intuitive mechanism for maintaining 
43 stability during gait. With the foot pinned to the ground ahead of the main mass of the body, gait 
44 can be maintained efficiently by falling like an inverted pendulum (1–4). As the latency of sensing 
45 contact increases, the ability to recover from errors and perturbations decreases (5). Part of an 
46 effective control strategy would include minimizing the response latency to these types of errors. 
47 Reflexes are the primary mechanisms for short latency active compensation in humans, and have 
48 been shown in the muscles of the leg to play an important role during tripping (6–8), sudden 
49 treadmill accelerations (9–11), and targeted muscle stretching (10,12).
50 There are fewer data on reflexes in the muscles of the foot, in part due to the difficulty in measuring 
51 activity in these muscles via traditional surface electromyography (EMG) techniques. While reflexes 
52 of the foot muscle, flexor digitorum brevis, have been recorded during standing with sudden 
53 platform rotations (13,14), we have found no data on reflexes in foot muscles during a dynamic task 
54 such as stepping, and no measurements of stretch reflexes of other plantar foot muscles in any task. 
55 Part of the difficulty in dynamic tasks is that reflexes are known to be influenced by background 
56 levels of muscle activity (12). In tasks such as walking, the cyclical patterns of muscle activation may 
57 be large enough to obscure reflexes that could be present. In steady-state locomotion on a treadmill, 
58 people are presumably accurate enough at predicting where their feet should go and getting them 
59 there that there is no obvious indication of reflex contribution in the step-averaged activation of 
60 muscles of the foot (15). However, in real world environments where the foot may hit the ground in 
61 an unexpected manner, or timing due to an unforeseen variation in the terrain, reflexes may play a 
62 larger role. 
63 The behaviour of reflexes in such scenarios may depend on many factors. Mechanoreceptors in the 
64 skin of the foot have been shown to contribute to reflexes of short latency (30 ms), medium latency 
65 (70 ms), and long latency (>120 ms), in muscles of the ankle while prone (16). At similar time scales, 
66 stretch reflexes act via exciting receptors within the muscle spindles that sense stretch or rate of 
67 stretch (10). Stimulating the ankle plantar flexors has shown that the size of the H-reflex depends 
68 both on the activity (standing, walking, and running) and the phase of gait (17,18). Although the H-
69 reflex methodology bypasses some of the pathways (e.g. gamma motor neurons) within the body 
70 that would contribute to naturally evoked stretch reflexes, their results showed that the nervous 
71 system is able to tune reflex responses of the lower limb based on task on both the scale of a broad 
72 activity, and from second to second as on the scale of a single step or during postural sway (19). A 
73 predictive model may play an important role in determining the observed reflex magnitude and 
74 could be based on higher level information such as visual feedback or memory of the terrain from 
75 previous steps. However, since the instantaneous mechanical state of the body also varies greatly 
76 between walking and running, it is difficult to directly attribute the changes in reflex magnitude to 
77 the change in output of a predictive model.
78 We therefore performed an experiment to evaluate whether reflexes can be found in the plantar 
79 intrinsic foot muscles, and to what extent reflexes of the foot and ankle are driven by a predictive 
80 model of the task. In order to do this, we constructed scenarios in which there could be errors in a 
81 participant’s predictive model of the terrain during a stepping task. This error was induced by 
82 reducing visual feedback while participants stepped onto surfaces of different topologies (level, up, 
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83 down, and compliant) that were either expected, unknown, or unexpected (Fig. 1A). Firstly, we 
84 identify that reflexes are indeed present during stepping in flexor digitorum brevis (FDB), abductor 
85 hallucis (AH), and soleus (SOL), and investigate how the magnitude of the reflex depends on the type 
86 of terrain. We compare the reflex response of the muscles when the information of the terrain is 
87 correct (expected) to the cases in which there is no information given (unknown), and to the case 
88 where the information is incorrect (unexpected). We show that this information both together with 
89 and separately from mechanics may play a significant role in the reflex response of the foot and 
90 ankle during stepping.
91 Methods
92 Participants
93 10 participants volunteered for the study with written consent obtained from each prior to the start 
94 of the experiment, according to the procedures outlined by the University of Queensland Human 
95 Research Ethics Committee. The participants had a mean +/- sd age of 24.9 ± 5.8 years, height of 179 
96 ± 7.0 cm, and mass of 79.9 ± 13.0 kg. Participants were only included in the study if they had no 
97 lower limb injury within the last six months and no known neurological impairments.
98 Protocol
99 The experiment was designed to measure the muscle activity and lower-body dynamics of 
100 participants as they stepped onto different types of terrains. Participants always started with both 
101 feet at rest on a single force plate and could step forward onto either on a level, compliant, upwards, 
102 or downwards step, which also had a force plate to measure the force of the step. They were 
103 instructed to always first step forward with their right leg, followed by their left, and then to resume 
104 standing on the front force plate. Once they completed this step and came to a rest, they were 
105 instructed to wait one second and then return to the rear plate to be ready for the next step. For a 
106 diagram of the experimental task, see Fig. 1A. The first set of steps consisted of repetitively 
107 performing this stepping task onto a level, rigid surface for one minute with full auditory and visual 
108 feedback. This set was used as the control condition, since it was most similar to how a normal step 
109 would occur in a non-laboratory setting. 
110 Following this set, we added constraints on the participants in order to test the effects of 
111 expectation and surprise in regards to the type of step they would encounter. Participants wore 
112 partial blinders so they could not see the vertical position or type of surface of the front plate. The 
113 blinders prevented participants from seeing the step even if they looked downwards while still 
114 allowing vision of the walls and ceiling. As such, participants tended to keep a neutral head posture 
115 during the step. They also wore headphones with enough sound insulation to reduce any noise from 
116 the experimenters changing the type of step. Because there was a hazard of participants tripping on 
117 upwards steps while visual feedback was reduced, a proximity sensor was placed between the two 
118 force plates which emitted a piercing beep loud enough to penetrate the headphones if the 
119 participant’s foot swung low enough to trip on an upwards step. A familiarisation period of at least 
120 one minute was performed in which participants acclimated to reduced visual feedback and could 
121 reliably avoid triggering the proximity sensor. Following this familiarisation, data were collected of 
122 participants performing a one-minute set of stepping onto a level, rigid surface in this manner.
123 The main body of the experiment consisted of 20 sets of four conditions:  steps on to a i) level or ii) 
124 compliant surface, iii) where they step up (13 cm) onto the surface, or iv) down (13 cm) onto the 
125 surface. The level, up, and down steps were built from wood and fibreboard, whereas the compliant 
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126 step was a piece of high-density foam. The foam on average compressed 106 mm during a step with 
127 a peak force of 717 N, which estimates linear stiffness of the foam at 6.7 N/mm. For the first step of 
128 each set/condition, the participant knew only that the step could be any of the four possible types. 
129 This step was labelled as the “Unknown” step. The following step was known to be the same as the 
130 one they had just encountered and was labelled as the “Expected” step. After repeatedly stepping 
131 on the expected terrain, the condition would be suddenly switched after a random number of steps 
132 (between 2 and 12), leading to a different step condition than expected. This was labelled as the 
133 “Unexpected” step. For the unexpected step, we only paired steps of the opposite type (i.e. rigid vs 
134 compliant, and up vs down) although participants were not aware of this paradigm. Additional data 
135 of unknown steps were collected in 3 separate sets of 20 steps, in which the terrain was randomly 
136 changed in between each step (participants were aware that the surface could change for each 
137 step).
138 Kinetics, Kinematics, & Event Detection
139 Ground reaction forces were recorded from two force plates (OR 6-7, AMTI, MA, USA) at 4000 Hz. 
140 One plate was under the surface where the participant started (rear surface), and one was under the 
141 surface they stepped on to (front surface). To identify when contact with the force plate occurred, 
142 the vertical force was first smoothed with a second order low-pass Butterworth filter at 30 Hz. This 
143 smoothed signal was thresholded at 1% of participant’s body weight to roughly identify when the 
144 foot contacted the ground. Because this type of filtering tended to shift rising-edge event detection 
145 to an earlier time than appropriate, a second iteration of event identification was used to refine the 
146 estimates for each of the events identified by the first iteration. In this second iteration, the raw 
147 unfiltered force signal prior to the identified events from the first iteration was used to characterize 
148 a normal distribution of the force plate noise. In a 500 ms window centred between the falling edge 
149 of the previous step and the rising edge of the identified step, a normal distribution of the force 
150 plate noise was estimated using an Ordinary Least Squares estimator. The normal distribution was 
151 estimated independently for each step, since both force plate drift and the type of step could 
152 influence the parameters of the normal distribution. First contact was then defined as the instant 
153 the front plate’s raw force exceeded four standard deviations of the mean noise level of the 
154 estimated normal distribution.
155 Motion capture data were recorded at 200 Hz using a three-dimensional optoelectronic motion 
156 capture system (Qualisys, Gothenburg, Sweden). Reflective markers were placed on the pelvis, legs 
157 and right foot, with the latter used to construct a 3-segment foot model in a manner described 
158 previously (20,21). These data were used to estimate the timing of when the leading right leg 
159 departed the rear plate by estimating when the right ankle crossed a level 3 cm above the left ankle. 
160 It was used in the same manner to detect when the left leg came into contact with the front force 
161 plate. Ankle angle was calculated as the angle between the shank and forefoot segments in the 
162 sagittal plane of the shank segment. Contact velocity was defined as the vertical velocity of the 
163 forefoot segment’s centre-of-mass at the instant prior to contact with the ground.
164 During unexpected down steps, contact was delayed since participants were expecting to step up 
165 and onto the surface. From the previous steps, we identified the average heights of the three foot 
166 segments at first contact with the front plate. During the unexpected down step, we identified when 
167 the height of any of the three segments dropped below their corresponding mean contact height 
168 and labelled this event as the expected contact (EC). For unexpected up steps, contact occurred 
169 earlier than the expected step downwards. For these steps, EC was defined as the mean contact 
170 timing of the previous downwards steps of that set.
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172 We recorded intramuscular electromyography (EMG) from two of the largest plantar intrinsic foot 
173 muscles, abductor hallucis (AH) and flexor digitorum brevis (FDB) from the right foot. Bipolar fine-
174 wire electrodes (0.051 mm stainless steel, Teflon coated, Chalgren, USA) with a detection length of 4 
175 mm were inserted under sterile conditions into the muscle bellies of each participant using delivery 
176 needles (0.50 mm x 50 mm). The needles were guided into place with the aid of ultrasound imaging 
177 (10 MHz linear array, SonixTouch, Ultrasonix, BC, Canada), and the electrodes were situated to have 
178 an inter-electrode distance of about 2mm. We also recorded bipolar surface EMG of the ankle 
179 plantar flexor, soleus (SOL) using Ag-AgCl electrodes (Tyco Healthcare Group, Neustadt, Germany) 
180 with a recording area of 20 mm2 and a 20 mm inter-electrode distance. All EMG was recorded in the 
181 right leg. Signals were amplified by a factor of 350 (MA300, Motion Labs, LA, USA) and recorded at 
182 4000 Hz using a16-bit Power 1401 and Spike2 data collection system (Cambridge Electronics Design).
183 As movement artefacts often contaminated the intramuscular EMG signals during the first 100 ms of 
184 foot contact, a filter was designed and implemented to improve the signal to artefact ratio (Fig. 1B). 
185 We manually identified 3 steps from each participant where clear artefact and clear signal could be 
186 identified and calculated the average signal level for both. High-pass filters were then applied at 
187 frequencies ranging from 1 to 250 Hz, and the frequency which maximized the difference between 
188 the two signals was identified. A consistent value to this optimal frequency was not found (ranged 
189 between 50 and 200 Hz). A frequency of 150 Hz for the high-pass filter was eventually chosen for all 
190 muscles of all participants to err on the side of eliminating the movement artefact at the cost of 
191 potentially reducing the valid EMG signal. A root mean square (RMS) signal envelope was then 
192 applied to each of the EMG signals using a moving window of 5 ms. 
193 The EMG data are presented at two different scales. The first scale was used to quantify the 
194 magnitude of the SLR in relationship to non-reflex based contractions. The maximum value for this 
195 scale (a value of 1) was taken as the maximum activation of each muscle for a 26 cm step upwards 
196 (averaged across 10 steps). Secondly, in order to gauge how terrain and expectation affected the 
197 reflex across participants, we used a second normalization scheme. In this second normalization 
198 scheme, instead of representing a maximal level of activation for the muscle in general, a value of 1 
199 represents the average level of activation for the participant during the SLR window across all steps 
200 in the experiment. This second scheme was chosen to ensure that the same relative changes in SLR 
201 magnitude across conditions for different participants would be identical and not affected by the 
202 baseline magnitude of a participant’s SLR. For example, a 10 % increase in SLR for two different 
203 participants would give the same effect size (0.1) under this normalization scheme, even if the 
204 absolute magnitude of the SLR or change in SLR were quite different (as was often the case in the 
205 first normalization scheme).
206 A visual analysis of EMG responses immediately after contact with the front plate was performed 
207 (Fig. 1B). Due to background EMG activity, the onset of the SLR  window was manually identified for 
208 each participant based on the average time-profile of the reflex response across the various 
209 conditions, and based on expectation of timing of the reflex from previous studies (13). We observed 
210 sporadic evidence of a medium latency response, especially in SOL, but did not attempt to quantify 
211 them. Long latency responses were also present but were difficult to differentiate from voluntary 
212 activations.
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214 To make statistical conclusions, all measures of EMG activation were analysed with linear mixed-
215 effects models. This model was chosen to account for the very unbalanced design (there were many 
216 more expected steps than surprise steps, 747 steps vs 195 steps across all participants) and 
217 participants having varying levels of average activity for a given muscle. The main variables of 
218 interest were Terrain (up, down, level, or compliant), and Expectation (expected, unknown, or 
219 unexpected). These two categorical variables were treated as fixed-effects, and the interaction 
220 terms between them were included since the type of surprise was coupled to the type of terrain. 
221 Unless otherwise reported, quantified values are reported in the format: estimate ± standard error, 
222 where the estimate and standard error correspond to the corresponding fixed-effect coefficient in 
223 the statistical model.
224 To attribute changes in reflexes purely due to mechanics imposed by the terrain, the vertical contact 
225 velocity of the foot, the angle of the ankle at contact, and the mean vertical force during the first 50 
226 ms of contact were included as fixed effects. Interaction terms between the expectation, terrain, 
227 and these mechanical measures were also included to account for changes in gain on this 
228 mechanical feedback due to differences in planning.
229 Participants were treated as a random effect such that each participant had their own intercept 
230 when fitting the model for each measure. For each of the three muscles, the model in Wilkinson 
231 notation can be written as:
232 Activation ~ Terrain ∗ (Expectation + Contact Mechanics) +  (1|Participant)
233 A simple effects coding was first used for the coefficients of the model. An ANOVA analysis was used 
234 to test whether each fixed and interaction effect was significant, where significance was defined as p 
235 < 0.05 for the F statistic. To make individual comparisons between two groups, e.g. down expected 
236 vs up expected steps, the model was recalculated using dummy variables with reference coding to 
237 directly extract significance from the coefficient in the model representing the difference between 
238 the reference group and each other group.
239 Results
240 Reflex Characterization
241 For SOL, all 10 participants had consistent SLR activations, whereas for FDB and AH only 6 and 7 
242 participants exhibited consistent activations respectively. The average SLR latencies across 
243 participants for FDB, AH, and SOL were 50.06 ± 7.01 ms, 49.49 ± 5.25 ms, and 41.80 ± 6.78 ms 
244 respectively. The magnitude of the SLR was small in comparison to the level of activity generally 
245 seen throughout a step. For example, the average SLR magnitude of the same three muscles was 8.3 
246 ± 13.3 %, 15.2 ± 12.7 %, and 5.5 ± 6.9 %, respectively, of the maximum activation for a 26 cm step 
247 upwards.
248 Effects of reduced visual feedback
249 FDB and AH SLR amplitudes were not significantly different (p = 0.17, p = 0.40) comparing level steps 
250 with full and reduced visual feedback (Fig. 2). In contrast, SOL SLR amplitude was greatly increased 
251 for steps with reduced visual feedback by 239 ± 1026 % (p = 0.02). These comparisons and all further 
252 comparisons of reflexes are made using the scaled data based on average per-subject SLR 
253 magnitudes and subtracted background levels of activity.
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254 Effects of Terrain
255 Terrain generally changed the SLR activation patterns of all three muscles (Fig. 3A), with a significant 
256 main effect on the SLR magnitudes of FDB, AH, and SOL (p < 1E-5 for all). 
257 The SLR magnitudes of the FDB and AH was significantly smaller for upwards steps than downwards 
258 steps (Fig. 3B, p < 0.001 for both) In contrast, the SLR magnitude for SOL was larger in upwards steps 
259 than downwards steps (Table 1, p  < 0.001). Level steps exhibited SLR magnitudes in between 
260 upwards and downwards steps for all 3 muscles (Fig. 3A, 3B).
261 Effects of Expectation
262 For AH and SOL SLR, we found that stepping onto unknown or unexpected surfaces generally 
263 decreased SLR (Figure 4A). These differences were significant between expected and unexpected 
264 steps for both AH and SOL, but between expected and unknown steps this difference was only 
265 significant for AH. In contrast, there were no significant main effects of expectation on FDB SLR. 
266 When accounting for the interaction of expectation and terrain, there were certain cases in which 
267 the effect of expectation was quite different from the main effect. In particular the FDB SLR was 
268 significantly increased for unexpected downward steps compared to expected steps (Fig. 4B), 
269 whereas there was no significant main effect for the FDB SLR in general. Even when accounting for 
270 the effects of both mechanics and terrain, expectation still had significant effects in certain 
271 conditions (Fig. 4B).
272 Contact Dynamics
273 We found that the contact angle of the ankle was significantly different across terrains and 
274 expectations (Fig. 5). The contact angle was more dorsiflexed for expected upwards steps compared 
275 to downwards steps. However, when the upwards step was unexpected, this difference was reduced 
276 by about half as the foot contacts the unexpected step upwards in a more plantarflexed 
277 configuration. This difference was also accompanied by a significant increase in the ground contact 
278 force during the first 50 ms of contact (Fig. 5).
279 We found that contact ankle angle, and contact velocity were weakly related to the SLR of the 3 
280 muscles (Fig. 6). In the statistical model, there were significant interaction effects between these 
281 mechanical measures and the SLR of the muscles, especially contact angle and contact velocity. 
282 These interactions changed the relationship between SLR and the measure from a negative to a 
283 positive relationship in some cases. 
284 Discussion
285 We found evidence of short latency responses (SLR) present in all three muscles, at ~50 ms for FDB 
286 and AH and ~40 ms for SOL. For FDB and AH, the SLR was only consistently measured in 6 and 7 of 
287 the participants respectively. For these participants, the SLR was present in most conditions, even in 
288 normal stepping without reduced visual feedback (Fig. 1B). This is the first time these reflexes have 
289 been measured in the muscles of the foot during stepping. Linear models based on measurements of 
290 force and motion of joints and muscles alone may not be sufficient for understanding them. For 
291 example, the type of step (level, compliant, up, down) had a significant effect on the SLR for all three 
292 muscles. Additionally, we found that as the quality of information about the terrain degraded from 
293 expected to unknown to incorrect, that the reflex magnitude of the foot muscles generally 
294 decreased. In contrast, reducing visual feedback significantly increased reflex magnitude in SOL. 
295 These changes in reflex behaviour do not appear to be controlled entirely by the instantaneous 
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296 mechanics of the steps as measured by contact forces or landing kinematics. This suggests that 
297 measuring reflex behaviour in isolated procedures such as tendon tapping may not be directly 
298 transferrable to understanding reflexes in real world tasks.
299 It is reasonable to hypothesize that reducing sensory information should increase reliance on 
300 reflexes in order to compensate. While we found that reducing visual feedback of the environment 
301 did increase the magnitude of the SLR of SOL, the same trend did not hold true when the 
302 information given to the participant about the type of terrain was absent or incorrect. When there 
303 was no prior information about the terrain, or worse yet, that the information of the terrain was 
304 biased towards being incorrect, the magnitude of SLR in all muscles decreased. If reflexes are 
305 supposed to help stabilize the body in the presence of difficult conditions, why would one of the 
306 main potential mechanisms for stabilization have a decrease in magnitude? While the average level 
307 of the muscle activity across the entire step increased when stepping onto unknown or unexpected 
308 surfaces, it is perhaps counter-intuitive that the short latency reflex response decreased. The 
309 observation that the reflex gain decreased in these more difficult scenarios is similar to observations 
310 from Rietdyk et al (22). They found that reflex activity of rectus femoris increased when participants 
311 were tripped while holding onto handrails for support, compared to trips in which they did not hold 
312 the handrails. Since in our experiment we observed increases in reflexes when visual information 
313 was removed, and decreases in reflexes when information about expected contact timing was 
314 removed or was incorrect, it suggests that the benefit of the SLR depends on the participant 
315 accurately estimating when their foot will hit the ground. When a person’s predictive model of 
316 contact timing is unreliable or incorrect, it appears that the SLR magnitude is reduced and therefore 
317 longer-latency contractions must play a larger role in achieving stability for the body.
318
319 We observed generally weak relationships between mechanics and the SLR of the three muscles (Fig. 
320 6). Of particular note, the ankle was significantly more plantar flexed for downwards steps than 
321 upwards steps (Fig. 5), which could influence reflexes in a nonlinear manner even though the linear 
322 model between reflex and contact angle showed only weak relationships. And while the foot and 
323 ankle are often thought to work in a very similar fashion, we found that the SLR of the two foot 
324 muscles showed opposite trends to SOL when stepping downwards versus upwards (Fig. 3B). This 
325 difference could also be in part explained by ankle angle at contact, since the foot experiences a 
326 larger load at contact in a more plantar flexed position when stepping downwards. However it could 
327 also be explained by other mechanical factors, such as the state of the contralateral limb which has 
328 been shown to have an effect on reflex activity (23,24) and in general would be expected to play an 
329 important role in stabilizing the body. Nevertheless, even after accounting for the relationship 
330 between mechanical measurements and the SLR (Fig. 4B), there still exists significant effects on the 
331 reflex related to the participants’ expectation. Even though it is possible that these effects of 
332 expectation could in principle be explained by dynamics unmeasured in the present study, 
333 characterizing these reflexes through the concept of expectation may still be beneficial, since it is 
334 generally difficult to measure the mechanical state of muscles directly, particularly for many muscles 
335 simultaneously.
336 The observed latencies of the SLR for the three muscles are in rough accordance with previous 
337 literature. For comparison, Schieppati et al. found that the FDB SLR and SOL SLR were between 56 - 
338 61 ms and 44 – 47 ms respectively, depending on the condition. While we measured slightly faster 
339 onset latencies (approximately 50 ms and 42 ms for FDB and SOL), the differences could be 
340 explained by the fact that the types of perturbations in each experiment are quite different. In their 
341 experiment, the start of their platform rotation may be slightly earlier than the physiological 
342 detection of the perturbation, which would increase the apparent measured latency of the reflex. 
343 Also, as seen in their experiment, the tilt of the platform had a significant effect on latency.  Since in 
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344 the present study the foot often hits the ground at a non-neutral angle, it should then be expected 
345 that the latency of the SLR should also have some dependence on how the body is oriented as it hits 
346 the ground. Finally, while there are no previous data on the AH SLR, the fact that its latency is similar 
347 to the latency of the FDB SLR increases our confidence in the measurement.
348 While the experimental paradigm of this study allows us to make inferences about reflexes at a 
349 higher level, it comes at the cost of working in a less controlled experimental environment. Although 
350 the muscle activity during steps on expected terrain shows what appears to be a SLR (Fig. 2), there is 
351 no definite way of discounting the effect of planned activations that occur at about the same time. 
352 However, in our experiment the actual timing of when the foot would hit the ground was not known 
353 to the participant in many conditions, and yet the early bursts of activation remained consistent. 
354 This suggests that these bursts of activity must be at least in part be a reflex triggered from contact 
355 with the ground. This logic is similar to an experiment in which contact timing was altered with an 
356 adjustable platform in hopping which also found that the early burst was dependent on contact 
357 timing (25). This is not to say there is no input to this reflex from higher in the nervous system as 
358 they also found by inhibiting the motor cortex with a magnetic stimulus it supressed the reflex (25). 
359 As noted previously, our results also showed a suppression of the reflex when information about 
360 contact timing was less reliable.
361 Here we discuss the three specific conditions within our experiment that support the idea that the 
362 early bursts of EMG activity after contact are reflexes. Firstly, in the unknown stepping conditions, 
363 the exact timing of contact with the ground is also unknown to the participant since they could be 
364 stepping up or down, yet there are similar activations during the SLR window (Fig 4).  Secondly, 
365 during the surprise up step, contact occurs much earlier than expected, and therefore activation 
366 during the reflex window would have minimal amounts of planned activation. The EMG activity 
367 during the first 150 ms after contact can then be mostly understood as reflex, since the minimum 
368 voluntary contraction latency after training in SOL is at least 150 ms (26). Since the patterns of 
369 activation during these unexpected steps are similar to an expected upwards step, we are confident 
370 that the activations during this window of time are generally reflex based. Lastly, during unexpected 
371 down steps in which contact with the terrain was delayed, we found minimal amounts of activation 
372 of the three muscles during the first 150 ms after expected contact. These observations suggests 
373 that the short latency activation patterns observed are dependent on making contact with the 
374 ground, and not voluntarily activated via a predictive model of when ground contact will occur.
375 It must be noted that for 3 and 4 of the participants (for FDB and AH respectively) we could not 
376 identify a consistent SLR. One possibility is that some participants simply do not have an SLR in the 
377 foot muscles during stepping and that the SLR identified in other participants plays a minor role or 
378 even is of a vestigial nature. However, given the consistency of measurement in the SLR of the SOL 
379 and the often synchronized nature of the foot and ankle, we believe that the absences of SLR in 
380 some of the participants is due to the shortcomings of the intramuscular EMG technique used in the 
381 experiment. In comparison to the surface EMG measurement of SOL, the much smaller electrodes 
382 and inter-electrode distance used in the intramuscular foot measurements are likely to measure a 
383 much more localized region of the muscle (27). As such, since the SLR was quite small in magnitude 
384 (< 20 % of the overall activation level), we may have simply situated the electrodes in motor units 
385 not involved in the reflex, even though nearby motor units may have exhibited the SLR. Due to the 
386 invasive nature of the technique and limited sample size, additional experimentation is required to 
387 understand how the SLR is distributed and behaves across a broader population. 
388 The findings of this study have important implications for understanding how the legs are controlled 
389 in real world conditions. It shows that it may be important for prostheses and robots to have some 
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390 level of reflex control to appropriately respond to variations in terrain. The findings of this 
391 experiment suggest that the gain on a fast reflex controller should be set based on a high-level 
392 model of terrain and errors in this model in addition to mechanical measurements. For example, 
393 these results could suggest it is beneficial to turn up the gain on short latency reflexes of the foot 
394 when stepping downwards. While direct measurements of muscle length via ultrasound or force via 
395 strain gauges may allow better predictions of how the nervous system controls its muscles, the 
396 presented methodology allows the study of muscle activation and reflexes from more readily 
397 accessible information such as type of terrain and expectation.
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FDB SLR AH SLR SOL SLR
Rigid 0.39 ± 0.67 0.26 ± 0.69 0.36 ± 1.00
Compliant 0.61 ± 1.00 0.36 ± 0.77 0.40 ± 0.92
Down 0.88 ± 1.36 0.53 ± 1.21 0.29 ± 1.59
Up 0.10 ± 0.82 0.02 ± 0.83 0.67 ± 1.01
479
480 Table 1. Magnitudes of FDB, AH, and SOL Short Latency Response (SLR) across various 
481 terrain types with reduced audio-visual feedback. Data were normalized per-subject to the 
482 average level of response during the SLR window of each muscle. The level of activation 
483 prior to this window is subtracted such that a magnitude of zero would represent the 
484 presence of no reflex. A magnitude of 1 represents the average level of activation during the 
485 window.
486
FDB SLR AH SLR SOL SLR
Expected 0.58 ± 1.10 0.44 ± 0.94 0.51 ± 1.01
Unknown 0.37 ± 0.91 0.17 ± 0.81 0.39 ± 1.20
Unexpected 0.52 ± 1.02 0.07 ± 0.95 0.26 ± 1.52
487
488 Table 2. Magnitudes of FDB, AH, and SOL Short Latency Response (SLR) across various levels 
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Figure 1. A) Participants wore blinders which blocked vision of the stepping surface while still allowing vision 
of the walls and ceiling. They stepped onto level, compliant, upwards, and downwards steps. For each step, 
the type of step was either known and expected, unknown, or unexpected (different than the type of step 
they expected). B) Intramuscular EMG signals of intrinsic foot muscles flexor digitorum brevis (FDB) and 
abductor hallucis (AH), as well as surface EMG from the ankle plantar flexor soleus (SOL) as the foot 
contacts the ground (single step). Dotted vertical line indicates first contact of the foot with the step as 
detected by in-ground force plate (upper left plot). Raw EMG signal is shown in black (arbitrary units) and 
the bandpass-filtered, root mean square, signal designed to reduce contact artefact is shown in blue. Reflex 
responses are observed in all 3 muscles, with the short latency responses highlighted in green. 
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Figure 2. Across-participant average EMG activity (N = 10) of FDB, AH, and SOL during steps with reduced 
visual feedback for rigid, compliant, down, and up steps (black, green, blue, and red respectively). Average 
response during normal, level steps with no reduced auditory-visual feedback is shown as the control 
condition (dashed line). The onset latency of the Short Latency Response (SLR) in FDB and AH is about 50 
ms, whereas the onset of the SOL SLR is faster at about 40 ms, with the response dependent on terrain. In 
comparison to the control, SLR was greatly increased for AH and SOL with reduced audio-visual feedback 
across most terrains, whereas for FDB it was similar. Signals are scaled to the maximal activation during a 
26 cm step upwards. 
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Figure 3. A) A comparison of the normalized short latency responses (SLR) of FDB, AH, and SOL for the 
three types of rigid terrain (down, level, up) averaged across all participants and levels of expectation. The 
EMG is scaled to a per-participant average SLR magnitude and the level of background at the start of the 
reflex is subtracted. Time zero represents the onset of the SLR, which was identified manually for each 
subject. B) Estimates of the main effect of terrain from the statistical model are shown on normalized SLR 
magnitude of the same 3 muscles. The results show that the SLR for FDB and AH is larger going from 
downwards to upwards steps, whereas for SOL this trend is opposite. Error-bars denote the standard error 
for the corresponding fixed efficient coefficient in the statistical model. 
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Figure 4. A)  Main effects of expectation on the SLR of FDB, AH, and SOL for each terrain using a linear 
mixed-effects model. Differences between bars within a plot represent differences in the reflex due to the 
main-effect of expectation across all terrains. The SLR generally decreases when there is no information 
about the type of terrain (purple) or when the information is incorrect (pink), although for FDB there were 
no significant differences. Error bars denote the standard error of the model’s prediction for these 
coefficients. Significant differences for all pairwise comparisons between levels of expectation for a given 
muscle are represented by an asterisk (p < 0.05). B) Total effects of expectation (main effect + interaction 
with terrain) on the SLR of FDB, AH, and SOL for each terrain using a linear mixed-effects model. Holding all 
mechanical measures constant at their average values, the differences between bars within a plot represent 
differences in the reflex only due to the type of expectation. 
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Figure 5. Dynamics of the foot and ankle compared between upwards (red) and downwards (blue) steps, 
and between expected (solid) and unexpected (dotted) steps. Time zero represents the instant of contact 
between the foot and the ground. The angle of the ankle at first contact was more dorsiflexed for upwards 
steps than downwards steps when the terrain was expected (solid red, top plot). However, when the 
upwards step was unexpected (dotted red), the ankle was significantly more dorsiflexed at first contact, 
which was accompanied by a large increase in vertical force during the first 50 ms of contact (bottom plot). 
An unexpected upwards step results in the foot hitting the ground earlier than expected, whereas for an 
unexpected downward step contact is made later and allows participants to voluntarily compensate sooner 
relative to contact timing, resulting in smaller differences in dynamics (solid vs dotted blue). 
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Figure 6. Short Latency Response (SLR) of FDB, AH, and SOL predicted by various mechanical factors for 
different terrain types within the mixed-effects statistical model. Contact angle is the angle of the ankle at 
contact (1st column, zero is angle during standing), contact velocity is the vertical velocity of the force at 
contact (2nd column), and contact force is the peak vertical ground force during the first 50 ms of contact 
(3rd column). The statistical model showed that these relationships, while often weak or insignificant, 
depend in some cases on the type of terrain. 
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